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Prapaosal Title: Fleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water Company Fish Screen

Applicant Name: _Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Wager Compapy

Mailing Address: (1366 West Catlett Road, Pieasant Grove, CA 95668

Telephone: _ (916}, 925-0208

Fax: (916} 925-0208
Email:
Amount of funding requested: § 331,000 for 1 years

Indicate the Topic for which you are applying (check only one box).

® Fish Passage/Fish Screens- a Introduced Speeies

0 Habitat Restoration o Fish Management/Hatchery
0 Local Watershed Stewardship . O Environmental Education
o Water Quality '

Does the proposal address a specified Focused Action? yes X _no

What county or counties is the projeet located in? . Sutter

Indicate the geographic area of your proposzal {check only one box):

£ Sacramento River Mainstem O East Side Trib:

M Sacramento Trib: O Suisun Marsh and Bay

O San Joaquin River Mainstem O Nerth Bay/South Bay:

C San Joaguin Trib: 0 Landscape {entire Bay-Delta watershed}
O Delta: a Other:

Indicate the primary spéciés which the proposal addresses {check all that apply):

£ San Joaquin and Easi-side Delta tributaries fall-run chinook salmon

O  Winter-run chinook salmon O Spring-run chinock salmon
- Late-fall run chinook salmon O  Fall-run chineok salmon

0 Delta smelt O  Leéngfin smelt

& Splittail X Steethead trout

O Green sturgeon T Striped bass

0 Migratory birds £ All chinook species

O  Qther: D All anadromous salmonids

Specify the ERP strategic objective and target (s) that the project addresses. Include page
numbers from January 1999 version of ERP Volurne I and I1:
i ot inating Stressors -~ Tapget ) Vol, 2 :

Consolidate, Relocate & Screen Diversions aleng the Sacramento River -

FRPP Vol. 2, Pg, 172
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Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water Company
Fish Screen Project

April 1998

Applicant:

Pleasant Grove-Vercna Mutual Water Company
¢/o Edwin A. Willey, President
1366 West Catlett Road
Pleasant Grove, CA 95668
Telephone: 916/925-0208
Fax: 916/925-0208

Applicant Type: Private
Tax Status: Nen-profit
Tax 1D, $4-1711403
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Praject Description & Primary Biological /Ecological Objectives

This proposal requests CALFED funding to perform Phase T, Feasibility Report, for the Pleasant
Grove-Verona Mutual Water Company Fish Screen Froject. The first phase of the project will
include feasibility studies, preparation of conceptual designs and environmental documentation for
three different alternatives to determine the most economically, technically and biologically
feasible alternative. One alternative consists of the addition of fish screens on the existing
diversions on the Natomas Cross Canal. The other two alternatives involve consolidation of
diversions to a single screened diversion on the Sacramento River or Feather River. The primary

. abjective of this project is to reduce the entrainment losses of CALFED priority fish species
{chinook salmon, stecthead, splittail) in the Sacramento River via the Natomas Cross Canal.

Cost

The estimated budget cost for completing Phase L, Feasibility Report, is as follows:

Develop Request for Qualifications $ 5,000
Technical Studies $ 280,000
Biological and Environmental Documentation $ 51,000
CALFED Project Management $ 15,000
Total $ 351,000

PGV Cost Share $ 20,000

CALFED Funding $ 331,000

Addverse and Third Party Impacts

Depending on the alternative, if the project was to proceed to construction, the only direct third
party impact would be the need for the acquisition of rights-of-way. Most of the land in the
impacted areas is zoned for agriculture, therefore the need for zoning changes is not anticipated if
construction were 1o proceed.

Applicant (ualifications

The praject will be administered by Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water Company (“PGV™)
with assistance from their Engineer, Murray, Burns and Kienlen Consulting Civil Engineers
("MBK"). MBK has represented the water company as engineer for over 30 years and has been
retained to secure CALFED funding, develop the Request for Qualifications, and manage the
project. MBK has successfully planned and/or implemented fish screen prajects at cight sites
along the Sacramento River and Delta.

Murray, Bums & Klenlen
1614 2%th Sheet, Sulte 300 4 Sacromento, CA 95816 4 ?16/456-440C (volce) a 914/456-0253 {faq
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+ PGVMWC Fish Screen Profect Page 2

Monitoring and Data Evaluation

Manitoring of the propased praject will primarily cccur in future phases, after any construction is
completed. During the feasibility phase (Phase I), the quality of data and technical analyses will
be reviewed by appropriate senior staff and resource agency personnel to ensure that appropriate
conclusions are reached regarding feasibility of the project and potential impacts on existing
TESOUICES.

Local Suppart/Coordination with Other Programs

" The landowners within the PGV service area as well as Natomas Central Mutual Water Company
are in support of proceeding with the first phase of the project. Sutter County and other entities
have been informed of PGV's intent to conduct a fish screen feasibility study. A Local
Involvement Plan will be developed and implemented to infarm and receive feedback from
interested parties.

Compatibility with CALFED Objectives

The proposed project addresses Strategic Plan Goal #1: Recovery of At-Risk Native Species,
Under the topic of Fish Passage/Fish Screens, the project objective is to reduce the mortality of
at-risk species due to entrainment in agricultural water diversions from the Sacramento River.
Fish screens are an effective and proven mechanism for reducing entrainment losses, and
construction of fish screens, or consolidation and screening of PGV diversions, will lead to
greater protection of CALFED prierity fish species. This action is consistent with CALFED
objectives, and specifically helps fulfill CALFED s mission to “restore ecological health and
improve water management for beneficial uses of the Bay-Delta system.” The proposed project is
also consistent with Ecosystem Restoration Program (ERP) goal to “support sustainable
populations of diverse and valuable plant and animal species.”

The proposed project has no conflicts with other CALFED objectives related to water quality,
water supply reliability, or levee system integrity.

' Murray, Burns & Klenlen
16146 2¢th Street, Sulte 300 & Sacramento, CA 95816 & P16/456-4400 [volce) & 916/456-0253 [fax)
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Description and Approach

Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water Company (“PGV™) requests CALFED funding to perform
a feasibility study, and prepare canceptual designs and environmental documentation far the
Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water Compeny Fish Screen Project.

PGV is an association of nine landowners who have formed a mutual water company to act as
their agent, yet have retained their individual water rights, PGV, in turn, has entered into a water
rights Settlement Agreement with the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation on behalf of its
shareholders/water rights holders. The PGV service area encompasses approximately 7,300 acres
within the American Basin, Levees, drain canals and pump plants owned and maintained by
Reclamation District 1001 protect the service area from the waters of the Feather and Sacramento
River to the west and southwest, Natoimas Cross Canal to the south and Coon Creek to the east.

Under normal cenditions, the majority of PGV’s agricultural water supply consists of surface
water. PGV diverts surface water via three unscreened pump diversions on the Natomas Cross
Canal. The three pump diversions are located approximately 20,000 feet upstream of the mouth
of the Natomas Cross Canal and have a combined peak capacity of 120 ¢fs. In cooperation with
Natomas Central Mutual Water Company (*Natomas MWC™), a lift pump is operated and a
removable flash board dam is installed at the mouth of the Natomas Cross Canal during periods of
Iow flows in the Sacramento River, allowing both companies to divert water at their respective
pumping plants.

The principal objective of this project is te reduce possible entrainment losses of CALFED
priority fish species (chinook salmon, steelhead, splittail) in the Natomas Crose Canal. To
accomplish this objective, PGV proposes to evaluate the technical, biological and economical
feasibility of the following three alternatives:

Alternative 1 would consist of installing fish screens on the existing pumps on the Natomas Cross
Canal (Figure 1).

Alternative 2 would be to construct a new diversion with fish screens on the left bank of the
Sacramento River just upstream of the Natomas Cross Canal. Water from the new point of
diversion wauld be pumped to the existing headworks or irto the Natomas Cross Canal for
distribution to PGV’s service area (Figure 1).

Alternative 3 would be to construct a new diversion with fish screens on the Feather River just
south of Nicolaus or north of West Catlett Road and convey the water to PG'V's service area

(Figure 1).

Another alternative (Alternative 4) under consideration by PGV is to receive water from Natomas
MWC’s proposed screened diversion on the Sacramento River. Natomas MWC has received cost
share funding from CALFED for the American Basin Fish Screen and Habitat Restoration

Murray, Burns & Klenlen
1416 294 Shreet, Sulte 300 a Sactamento, CA 95816 a 916/456-4400 [volce) a 916/456-0253 [fax)
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- PGVMWC Fish Screen Project Page 4

Project. The project proposed by Natomas MWC is to consolidate two diversions on the
Natomas Cross Canal to a screened diversion on the Sacramento River just downstream of the
Cross Canal. Water would be distributed to the Natomas MW service area via a new canal
running paraltel to the Natomas Cross Canal. PGV would receive water from this canal by
pumping the water across the Natomas Cross Canal to the existing PGV headworks, PGV has
authorized Natomas MWC to proceed Rurther with feasibility studies of this option.

PGV recognizes the need to evaluate other alternatives besides the Natomas MWC alternative,
Therefore, PGV is requesting CALFED funding ta evaluate the first three alternatives described
above. Funding is being requested for Phase 1, Feasibility Report, which will include a preliminary
design of the facilities and the environmental impact assessments associated with each alternative.
Should PGV decide to construct one of the alternatives, finds will be requested from CALFED
and/or other funding sources.

Proposed Scope of Work
To complete the project, two phases are being proposed.
Phase 1, Feasibility Report
Task 1. Develop Request for Qualifications

«  Prepare solicitation for qualified water resources consulting firm(s).
= Prepare soliciiation for qualified environmental consulting firm({s).
« Evaluate qualifications and select consulting firm(s).

Task 2. Technical Study

+  Compile and review site specific data and PGV’s operations, ete.

»  Consultation with PGV and Anadromous Fish Restoration Program (AFRP)
Technical Team.

e Perform topographic and hydrographic surveys of existing and proposed points
of diversion and conveyance aligement.

= Prepare conceptual design of fish screen, new facilities and conveyance
facilities.

« Prepare drawings and cost estimates for construction and O&M.

« Evaluate potential changes to water rights, USBR contract and possible need
for internal operation agreements.

* Prepare report.

Murraly, Bumns & Kienlen
1614 20th Street, Sulte 300 & Sccraments, CA 95816 4 916/455-4400 (velce] a 914&/4566-0253 (fax)
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Task 3. Biological Study and Environmental Documentation

» Compile and review site specific data on habitat and TES species in the project
area.

* Evaluate biclogical suitability of fish screen designs.

* Refine monitoring plans consistent with a preferred alternative.

*  Prepare joint NEPA/CEQA. documentation for FONSI and Mitigated Negative
Declaration,

Task 4. Project Management

* Program review presentations — One annual review presentation will be made
to share information with CALFED or other agency staff and interested parties
regarding the progress and results of the project.

« Quarterly reporting — Quarterly reports will be submitted by the 10th of the
month following the end of each quarter.

+ Final report — A final report will be prepared on the project, and will include
the monitoring results and other information as appropriate.

» Local Involvement Plan — A plan will be submitted to CALFED if the
feasibility study proceeds.

When completed, the feasibility report will be submitted to CALTED and all interested parties
identified in the Local Involvement Plan. PGV will decide whether to proceed with construction
based on findings of the report and will inform CALFED stafl accordingly, If the results of the
feasibility report indicate construction is technically feasible, economical, and environmentally
sound, funding will be scught from a variety of sources, including CALFED and CVPIA, for
Phase II - Construction.

Locmtion of Praject

The proposed project is located within the Sacramento River Watershed in Sutter County (Figure
1). The existing points of diversion are on the right bank of the Natomas Cross Canal, a tributary
to the Sacramento River near River Mile 79. The Natormas Cross Canal provides drainage for the
Coon Creek, Bunkham Slough, Markham Ravine, Auburn Ravine, Ping Slough, Pleasant Grove
Creek and Curry Creek watersheds. The proposed point of diversion is located on the
Sacramento River near River Mile 79, or on the Feather River near River Mile 4 or 9.

Murray, Burns & Kienlen
14616 251 Sireet, Sulte 300 4 Sacigments, CA §5816 a 9146/456-4400 [voice) 4 9146/456-0253 (fox]
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ECOLOGICAL/BIOLOGICAL BENEFITS

Ecological/Biological Objectives

The praposed project addresses Strategic Plan Goal #1: Recovery of At-Risk Native Species.
Under the topic of Fish Pagsape/Fish Screens, the project objective is to reduce the possible
entrainment losses of at-risk species in agricultural water diversions from the Sacramento River
and tributardes. This objective is consistent with Ecosystem Restoration Program Plan (ERPP)
actions to reduce water diversion stressors by screening diversions (ERPP, Volume 1, pages 428-
429). Fish screens are an effective and proven mechanism for reducing entrainment losses, and
construction of fish screens, or consolidation and screening of PGV diversions, will lead ta
greater protection of priority fish species identified in the Proposal Solicitation Package (PSP).
Fish species that will benefit from the project include the threatened Central Valley steelhead and
all runs of chinook salmen, including the endangered wintet run, and proposed as endangered
spring run and proposed as threatened fzll run. The recently listed splittail will be protected as
“well, '

Entrainment of fish into agricultural diversions along the main stem of the Sacramente River is
suspected of being a significant source of mortality for chinook salmon, since many of the
diversions are unscreened or poorly screened. The large number of diversions represents a
potential threat to steelhead and chinook salmon populations during the rearing and smolt out-
migration periods, particularly since the irrigation season overlaps with periods when juvenile
salmonids are liable to be present and most vulnerable to entrainment. In addition, the siting of
diversion intakes may sometimes increase entrainment risk if the intake is located in near-shore,
shallow areas or “backwater” sites that many fish species tend to use as rearing habitat.
Installation of a fish screen(s) at existing or consolidated PGV diversion(s) should have tangible
benefits to the ecosystem by reducing mortality of priority species.

The fisheries benefits of screening diversions has already been widely accepted. Thus, it may not
be critical to hypothesize “whether this proposed fish screen decreases mortality associated with
water diversion.” This proposal assumes that such a benefit is already proven. The more relevant
question is whether a particular diversion should receive a high priority for screening, considering
its size, location, configuration, and time of use.

The PGV diversion is g relatively large diversion (120 cfs among three diversions) that is operated
during major out-migration periods for the species of interest. It is located along the lower
Sacramento River, just upstream of the legal Delta boundary, in an area that forms the major
migration corridor for Central Valley steethead and all runs of chinook salmon. The ERPP notes
that “Because this Ecological Management Unit encompasses a significant portion of critical
nursery area required by the endangered winter-run chinook salmon, positive barrier fish screens
should be used at water diversions in this section to protect juvenile fish” (ERPP, Volume 2, page
170).- The current configuration of the PGV diversions (unscreened, along the Cross Canal
connected to the Sacramento River) may present a high risk for entrainment of at-risk fish species.
"As a result, considerable benefits to at-risk native fish species may be provided by screening and
perhaps consolidating the PGV diversion(s).

Murray, Burns & Kienlen
1814 291h Sheet, Suite 300 a Sactamento, CA 95816 & 914/456-4400 (volce] a 914/456-0253 (fax)

I —013398
[-013398



PGVMIVC Fish Screen Profect Page 7

The benefits derived from implementation of any of the alternatives would be durable, fong term,
and self-sustaining. The PGV, or other local entity, would operate and maintain any screens that
may be constructed.

Several alternatives are proposed for consideration during the feasibility phase of this project,
including consclidation of diversions, changes in point-of-diversion, and joint use of Natomas
MWC’s new screened diversion. All of these alternatives involve new screen construction at one
or more locations. There are no particularly viable alternatives for reducing possible entrainment
other than building a fish screen. Therefore, the various alternatives to be evaluated in the
feasibility study all involve screen designs.

Linkages

The primary benefit of the project is the reduction of direct fish mortality associated with
entrainment. This project is consistent with the ERPP ohjective to reduce stressors related to
water diversions (ERPP Volume 2, Target 1 regarding entrainment, pages 188-189). Tt is also
consistent with ERPP vision to “consolidate, relocate, and screen diversions along the
Sacramento River...” (ERPP Volume 2, page 172) and emphasize “projects that include
consolidation of several diversion points to a single location” (ERPP Volume 2, page 189). In
addition, the project is consistent with section 3406(b)}(21) of the CVPIA, which addresses the
-~ Anadromous Fish Screen Program.

The potential benefits of a fish screen in the vicinity of the PGV diversion have already been noted
by CALFED, as evidenced by CALFED funding of the adjacent American Basin Fish Screen and
Habitat Improvement Prgject propesed by Natomas MWC. Funding of this PGV proposal, in
conjunctian with the ongoing Natomas MW project, will iead to a coordinated and
comprehensive solution to fish entrainment problems associated with the Natomas Cross Canal,
Screening of Natomas Cross Canal diversions is specifically cited as ERPP Programmatic Action -
IB (ERPP Volume 2, page 333).

System-Wide Ecosystem Benefits

The proposed project complements the proposed screening project being conducted by Natomas
MWC. By developing a compatible profect for the PGV area, all major diversions fiom the
Natomas Cross Canal will be eliminated or protected by screens. This represents over 520 cfs in
diversions for an irrigated area of over 30,000 acres. The MNatomas Cross Canal can then be used
as & refuge or rearing area for fish from the Sacramento River, without the possible mortatity
factor associated with unscreened intakes.

Compatibility with Non-Ecosystem Objectives

The proposed project has no conflicts with other CALFED objectives related to water quality,
water supply reliability, or levee system integrity.

Murray, Burns & Kienlen
1616 2¢4h Street, Suite 300 & Socrarmento, CA 95818 4 9168/456-4400 (volve) a 916/456-0253 (fax)

I —013399
[-013399



PGVMWC Fish Screen Profect Page 8

TECHNICAL FEASIBILITY AND TIMINCr

Alternatives

The praposed project involves investigating the feasibility of several alternatives for reducing
possible entrainment of fish into PGV’s diversions. Alternatives to fish screens for reducing fish
entrainment osses were not considered viable options due to the size and location of the
diversions and the unproven nature of alternate technologies, Thus, this proposal focuses on
various screening (and associated diversion consolidation) alternatives, as opposed to aliernatives
to screening. By evaluating the feasibility of various alternatives during Phase I, the best designs
and configurations can be identified before committing larger sums of money for detailed
engineering designs or construction. No major obstacles to developing and implementing a
preferred alternative are anticipated at this time.

Environmental Compliance

The proposed project will be required to comply with the California Environmental Quality Act
{CEQA) and National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Compliance with each of these acts
will be accomplished by preparation of a joint NEPA/CEQA document that includes an
Environmental Assessment (£A) and Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) under NEPA,
and an Initial Study (IS)-and Mitigated Negative Declaration under CEQA. The U.8. Bureau of
Reclamation is expected to be the lead agency under NEPA, and the California Department of
Fish and Game (CDFQG) is expected to be the lead agency under CEQA.

Initial permitling tasks and NEPA/CEQA dacumentation will be completed under Phase I of the
project, in order to identify any environmental issues which would affect determinations of project
feasibility, selection of a preferred alternative, and/or implementation of 4 project.

In addition to the NEPA/CEQA documentation, the following regulatory permits are anticipated
if PGV decides to construct one of the alternatives analyzed in Phase I

« U8, Army Corps Individual Permits

»  Califorma Department of Fish & Game Streambed Alteration Agrsement

+  State Water Resources Control Board Water Quality Certification

«  California Reclamation Board Encroachment Permit

»  State Water Resources Coniral Board Water Right Order for Change in Point of Diversion

These permits will be pursued as necessary in Phase I of the project, following a final
determination regasding the preferred alternative.

Schedule

The proposed schedule for the project estimates completion of the Phase T studies in December

2000. There are no zoning regulations, county planning ordinances, or other local regulatory or
environmental constraints that are expected to affect this schedule. The implementability of the

entire project (all phases) will be part of the Phase I evaluations.

Murray, Burns & Kienien
1416 29th Sheet, Suite 300 4 Saciamento, CA $5816 a 914/456-4400 (voice) a 914/456-0253 (feoq
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MONITORING AND DATA COLLECTION METHODOLOGY

Since the proposed project primarily involves evaluation of the feasibility of various actions in
Phasc I, as opposed to construction activities, there is limited need for monitoring efforts in this
phase. Necessary monitoring tasks and data collection methods include the following.

Biological/Ecological Objectives

The primary biclogical objective of the project is to evaluate alternative diversion options and fish
screening configurations that will reduce possible entrainment of priority fish species. Biclogical
monitoring for fish entrainment would be conducted later, during the construction phase. A
second biological objective of the project is to avoid adverse impacts on terrestrial and aquatic
species resulting from constraction of the project (see Table 1). This objective will be addressed
through the NEPA/CEQA processes, where potential effects of the project are evaluated and any
necessary mitigation measures developed.

Monitoring Parameters and Data Colfection/Evaluation Approach

Data collection for Phase I studies will make use of the California Natural Diversity Database .
{CNDDB) for threatened, endangered, and sensitive {TES) species information. This information
will be supplemented with agency consultation, and seasonally appropriate fleld visits to the site
to survey for TES species and document available kabitat. The California Environmental
Resources System (CERES) maintained by the Resources Agency will also be used for
identification of environmental resources of interest in the project area.

Future monitoring of any constructed fish screens will be focused on evaluating both hydraulic
and biological criteria. These criteria include the following: 1) does the hydraulic performance of
the screen match design/regulatory requirements; and 2) is the screen successfully
excluding/diverting the species of concern from the water diversions? Sweeping velocities and
approach velacities will be evaluated. The screen will also be evaluated for proper operation, and
binlogical monitoring hehind the screen would be considered. Monitoring efforts and data
distribution would be coordinated with other screening programs and interested agencies, such as
. the Fish Fagcilities Team, CVPIA AFSP, and/or JEP Ag Diversion Project Work Team,

Data evaluation for Phase I of the project will be focused in two areas: engineering/economic data
and biological/environmenta! data. Data for the engineering/economic evaluations will primarily
come from standard indices of material and construction costs. Engineering/economic data, and
the resulting analyses, will be reviewed by senior staff of MBX and management of PGV as part
of a quality assurance and control process,

Biological/environmental data will be developed from field surveys and existing literature sources,
as well as on-line databases. Any necessary field surveys (giant garter snake, Valley elderberry
longhorn beetle, ete.) will utilize standard protocols developed by the USFWS or CDFG. Data
review fnctions will be addressed by senior environmental consulting staff, resource agency staff
as appropriate, and the public during the NEPA/CEQA process.

Murray, Bumns & Kienlen
1614 2¢th Sheet, Suite 300 4 Sacramento, CA 95816 a 2146/455-4400 (voloe) a 916/456-0253 (fax]
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TABLE I. MONITORING DATA RELATED 10 BIOLOGICAL/ECOLOGICAL OBJECTIVES

Hypothesis/Question lo
be Evaluated

Monitoring
Parameter(s) and Data
Collection Approach

Daia Evaluation
Approach

Comments/Trata
Priority

Resulis of invesligation

fish species are being
entrained. Focus
monitoring efferts on
post-consiruction
effectiveness of screen(s),
to be evaluated by
hydraulic measurements,

| visual inspections, and

possibly “behind (he
soreen” biological
sampling.

Could sensitive wildlife Conduct field surveys Biologists knowledgeable

or botanical resources be | and literature reviews for | of species requirements to be addressed in Phase

adversely affected by presence/absence and to conduct project impact | of the project, prior 1o

project construction? seascnal occurrence of evaluations in decisions about a
sensitive species in the consultation with preferred alternative.
project area, TESOUICE AgENCy Mitigation measures to

biolegists as necessary. be developed as
necessary.

Are priority fish species Assume, based on Evaluate screen This question will be

of the project area existing information for | effectiveness throngh evalvated in future

currently being entrained | the Sacramento River hydraulic measnrernent phases of the project,

in agricultural and the location and results, visual after any screen

diversions? timing of project inspections, and resulis construction has

: diversions, that priority of any biological oceurred.

sampling.

Murray, Burns & Kienlen
1616 291 Strest, Suife 300 & Sacramento, CA 95816 a 916/456-4400 {volce) 4 914/456-0253 (fox)
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LOCAL INVOLVEMENT

The following entities have been notified of PGV?s intent to submit a proposal to receive funding
to investigate the proposed alternatives, Attached are letters informing the respected agencies.

. Sutter County

J Placer County Water Agency

. South Sutter Water District

. Natomas Central Mutual Water Company
. Reclamation District No. 1001

. Reclamation District No. 1000

The landowners within the PGV service area as well as Natomas MWC are in support of
proceeding with the first phase of the project. The PGV service area landowners, as applicants
for funding, will provide property access for their contractors and associated regulatory staff.

A detailed local involvement plan will be developed and implemented if PGV proceeds with Phase
1T of the project. The plan will include identification of all local parties interested in the project.
Procedures for communication with these parties (public notices, mailing lists, meetings, et¢.) and
receiving feedback will be identified and implemented.

The only direct third party impact from the alternatives considered would be the need for the
acquisition of rights-of-way. Most of the land in the impacted areas is zaned for agriculture,
therefore the need for zoning changes is not anticipated if construction were to proceed.

Murray, Burns & Kienlen
1615 26th Street, Suife 500 a Sacraments, CA 95816 a §18/456-2400 |voice) & $16/456-0253 (fax)
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COST
The proposed budget for Phase 1, Feasibility Report, is presented below in Table 2.
Table 2
Phase I -- Fish Screen Feasibility Report
Direct Direct Scrvice Material & | Miscellaneous | Owerhead |-
Task Labor Salary & Contracts Acquisition | & other Direct | & Indirect | Total Cosi
Hours Benefits Contracts Costs Costs
1 $5000 $5,000
2 $280.000 $280,000
3 $51,000 $51,000
4 $15,000 $15,000
Pleasant Grove-Verpna Mutual Water Company Cost Share ($26,000)
Total CALFED Funding Request $331.000
Table 3 shows the proposed quarterly budget.
Table 3
Task Quuarterly Budget Quarterly Budget Quurterly Budgct Quarterly Budget
3 Jan - Mar 00 Apr - Jan 00 Jul - Sep 00 Oct - Dec )
1 5,000 0 0 0
2 70,000 100,000 70,000 40,000
3 5,000 20,000 15,000 11,000
4 3,750 3,750 3,750 3,750
Schedule

The schedule for Phase I, Feasibility Report is as follows:
Phase T, Feasibility Report

December 1999 to January 2000
January 2000 to December 2000
January 2000 to December 2000
December 1999 to December 2000

Request for Qualifications
Technical Studies
Biological Studies
Project Management

All of the tasks described above will be performed under service contracts. Payments for service
contracts will be made an a monthly basis.

Murray, Burns & Kienlen
1416 26ih Shest, Sulte 300 a Sccramento, CA §5816 a 916/456-4400 (volce) & 916/456-0283 (fe)
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COST SHARING

Cost share will be provided by PGV in the form of contract and project management. Cost share
by PGV for Phase I would include Task [-Preparation of Request for Qualifications, and Task 4-
CALFED Project Management. PGV’s cost share contributions are identified in Table 2. Further
cost share by means of long-term cperation and maintenance of the fish screen and in-kind
services during post-project monitoring is anticipated if Phase II, Construction, is completed.

Murray, Bumns & Kienlen
1416 291 Sheet, Sulte 300 4 Sacramento, CA 95816 a 916/456-4400 (volce) & 916/456-0253 (for)
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APPLICANT QUALIFICATIONS

Pleasant Grove -Verona Mutual Water Company is the applicant for project funding, and will
administer the project. PGV has managed the water supply needs of nine landowners for aver 30
vears. PGV will be assisted by their Engineer, Murray, Burns and Kienlen Consulting Civil

Engineers (MBK).

Consistent with Government Code §4525, MBK was selected by PGV to secure CALFED
funding, develop the Request for Qualifications and project management in connection with the
feasibility studies and construction of the project. The s¢lection was made on the basis of -
gualifications and demonstrated competence for the requested services, including documentation
of fair and reasonable prices. MBK hag represented the water company as Engineer for over 30
years, MBK will either perform the proposed studies or, if requested by PGV after other
proposals are solicited, assist P(FV in selecting a consulting firm with equivalent qualifications, at
the same or lesser study cost,

MBK is a consulting civil engineering firm whose main emphasis is water resources. Its three
main areas of specialization include water supply planning, flood control, and water rights. MBE
represents many water diverters located in the Sacramento/San Joaquin Delta watershed. This
association has resulted in MBK personnel involvement in many existing and planned fish
screening facilities. MBK’s services include feasibility studies, engineering design, and
environmental/regulatary compliance. MBK’s list of projects includes fish screens for Pelger
Mutual Water Company, Deseret Farms' Wilson Ranch, Maxwell Trrigation District, Lower Joice
Isiand, Thousand Acre Ranch, Browns Valley Irrigation District, King Island, and Boeger Family
Farms.

Gilbert Cosio, PE, is a Principal Engineer with MBK. MBK’s work in regard to fish screen
facilities is performed under his supervision and management, His experience includes
performance of all aspects of fish screen design and construction including topographic surveys,
preliminary design and cost estimates, design plans, vendor and contractor coordination,
construction inspection and performance monitoring. Tn addition, his fish screen expertise
includes environmental and regulatory aspects such as environmental assessments, CEQA
coordination and documentation, and coordination with federal and state regulatory agencies.

Murray, Burns & Kienlen
1416 2%t Street, Sulte 300 & Sacramento, CA 95816 a 914/456-4400 (voles) & 516/456-0253 (fax)
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| PGFMWC Fish Screen Project Page 15

COMPLIANCE WITH STANDARD TERMS AND CONDITIONS

Attached are the requested state and federal forms,

Murrery, Burns & Klenlen
1614 29tk Sheet, Sule 300 4 Sacramento, CA 956816 a 916/454-4400 [volce) & 216/456-0253 (fex)
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STATE OF CALIFOANIA '

NONDISCRIMINATION COMPLIANCE STATEMENT

STT, 16 (REV. 3:05) FMC

COMPANY NAME
‘Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water Company

"The company named above (hereinafter referred to as "prospective contractor”) hereby certifies, unless
specifically exempted, compliance with Government Code Section 12990 (a-f) and California Code of
Regulations, Title 2, Division 4, Chapter 5 in matters relating to reporting requirernents and the
development, implementation and maintenance of a Nendiscrimination Program. Prospective contractor
agrees not to unlawfully discriminate, harass or allow harassment against any employee or applicant for
employment because of sex, race, color, ancestry, religious creed, national origin, disabi]ity (including
" HIV and AIDS), medical condition (cancer), age, marital status, denial of family and medical care leave
and denial of pregnancy disability leave. '

CERTIFICATION

I, the official named below, hereby swear that I am duly authorized to legally bind the prospective
contractor to the above described certification. I am fully aware that tki.s‘. certification, executed on the
date and in the county below, is made under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California.

SFFICIAL'S NAME
Ed Willey
WATE EXECUTED ENEGUTED IN THE GOUNTY OF
Aory 1y, 29F Sutrter
ROSPECTIVE CONTRACTOR'S SIGNATURE
‘ROSPECTIVE CONTRACTGR'S
Fresident _
ROSPECTIVE GONTRAGTOR'S LEGAL BUSINESS NAME
Pleasant Grove=Verona Mutual Water Company
Il —013408
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APPLICATION FOR

OMB Approval No. 0348-0043

FEDERAL ASSISTANCE 2 DATE SUBMITTED

Applicant Identifier

1. TYPE OF SUBMISSION:
Preappiigation

3. DATE RECEIVED BY STATE

Stale Application Identifler

Agplication
ﬂ Construction

lr | Non-Canstruction

Construction
] Non-Censtruction

4. DATE RECEIVED BY FERERAL AGENCY

Federal Identiier

5. APPLICANT INFORMATION

Legal Nama:
Pleagant Grove~Verona Mutual Water Compnay

Organizaticnal Unkt:

Adcress (give city, county, Stats, and 2ip coos):
1366 West Catlett Road
Pleasant Grove, CA 93668

Name and telephona number of person 1o be contactad on matters involving

thig application {give areg cods)
Gilbert Gosio
(916) 456-4400

6. EMPLOYER IDENTIFICATION NUMBER (E/:
EREI RS RSB CNIC I

8. TYPE OF APPLICATION:

K] New [7] centinuatlon ] Revision

RN

C. Incraase Duraticn

If Ravision, entar appropriata letter(s) in box(as)

A. Incresse Award B. Decrease Award
0. Dacreasa Duration  COther/specii)

7. TYPE OF APPLICANT: (eriter appropriale Isitter in box)

A. State H. Independant School Dist.

B. County |. Stata Controlled Instilution of Higher Learning
C. Municipat J. Private University

D. Township K. Indien Tiibe

E. Interstate L. IndhAdual

F.intsrmunlelpal M. Profit Organization

G. Special Distiet  N. Other {Spacity)  Nom~Frofit

9, NAME OF FEDERAL AGENCY:

Depattment of Interior
Bureau of Reclamation

10. CATALOG OF FEDERAL DOMESTIC ASSISTANCE NUMBER:

EEpEEE

11. DESCRIPTIVE TITLE OF APPLICANT'S PROJECT:
Pleasant Grove Verona Mutual
Water Company Fish Screen Project

b. Project
O8E——CA 3rd Distrilet

18. IS APPLICATION SUB.JECT TO REVIEW BY STATE EXECUTIVE
ORDER 12372 PROCESS?
a. YES. THIS FREAPPLICATICNAPPLICATION WAS MADE
AVARILABLE TO THE STATE EXECUTIVE ORDER 12372
PROCESS FOR REVIEW ON:

DATE

] PROGRAM I3 NOT COVERED BY E. O, 12372
"] OR FROGRAM MAS NOT BEEN SELECTED BY STATE
FOR REVIEW

TITLE:
12. AREAS AFFECTED BY PROJECT (Citiss, Countias, Sialas, efe.):
Sutter County, California
13. PROPOSED PROJECT 14. CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS OF:
Start Bate Ending Date  }a. Applicant '
,12/99 12/00 0SE——CA 3rd District
16, ESTIMATED FUNDING:
a. Federal $ K
331,000
h. Applicant $ 5o
¢. Stato $ R
d. Local $ %
2. Other 3 -
f. Program Incame $ ©
. TOTAL $ ©
: 331,000

17.15 THE APPLICANT DELINQUENT ON ANY FEDERAL DEST?
[7] Yes [ No

If "Yes," attach an explanation.

ATTACHED ASSURANCES IF THE ASSISTANCE IS AWARDED.

18. TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF, ALL DATA IN THIS APFLICATION/PREAPPLICATION ARE TRUE AND CORRECT, THE
DOCUMENT HAS BEEN DULY AUTHORIZED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE APPLICANT AND THE APPLICANT WILL COMPLY WITH THE

&. Type Name of Authcrized Represantative b. Titla ©. Talephone Numbey
Ed Wiliey Pregident GHom Gn e OO B
d. Signature of Authorlzed Representalive &. Date Signed
ol G 0 2y Aerdf _twy 1585 -

7 2

Previcus Edition Usable
Autherized for Local Reproduction

Standard Form 424 (Rav, 7-97)
Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102
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OLV <€l 0o—

Olrel0-|

BUDGET INFORMATION - Non-Construction Programs OMS Approval No. 0348-0044 *

Grant Program Catalog of Federal
Fungction | Domestic Assistance

or Activity Number Federal Non-Faderal " Federal Non-Federal Total
(a) (v) : (e} (d) {e) {f) (@

1. CALFED ¥ 331,000 § 5. § $

Estimated Unobligaied Funds New or Revised Budget

2.

3.

5. Tolals $ $ $ $ 3

GRANT PROGRAM, FUNCTION OR ACTIVITY
(1) TECHNICAL @) BIOLOGLCAL 3} 4)
a. Personnel 5 $ $ 5

6. Object Class Categories

b. Fringe Bengfits

c. Travel

d. Equipment

e. Supplies

f. Contractual 280,000 51,000 331,000

g. Construction

h. Other

i. Total Direct Charges (sum of 6a-6/1)

j- Indirect Charges

% TOTALS (sum of 6 and )

PRI

7. Program income $ % 5

Authorized for Local Reproduction Stendard Form 424A (Rav. 7-97)

Previous Editlon Usable Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102



Public 'reporiﬁg"burden for this 6&@95011 of infarmation is estimated to average 15 minutes per raspc;;i_ée,_i_ﬁciuding time for reviewing
Hinstructions, searching existing data sources, gatheting and maintaining the dete needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of
information. Send comments regarding the burden sstimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for

OMB Approval No. 0348-0040

ASSURANCES - NON-CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS

reducing this burden, to the Office of Management and Budget, Paperwork Reduction Project (0348-0040), Washington, DG 20503,

PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET.
SEND IT TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

NOTE: Certain of these assurances may not be applicable 1o your project or program. i you have questions, please contact the
awarding agency. Further, certain Federal awarding agenciss may raquire applicants to certify to additional assurances. If such

As the duly authorized represeniative of the applicant, | certify thal tha applicant:

1.

Is the case, you will be notified.

Has the legal authority to apply for Federal assistance
and the institutional, managerial and financial capabitity
{including funds sufficient 1o pay the non-Federal share
of project cost) to ensure proper planning, mManagement
and completion of the project described in this
application.

Will give the awarding agency, the Comptroller General
of the United Stales and, If appropriats, the State,
through any authorized reprasentative, access to and
the right to examine all records, books, papers, or
documents related to the award; and will establish a
proper accounting system in accordance with generally
accapied accounting standards or agency directives.

Wil establish safeguards te prohibit employees from
using their pasitions 1or a purpase that constitutes or
presemts the appearance of perscnal or organizational
conflict of interaet, or parsonai gain.

Will initiate and complete the work within the applicatle
time frame aker receipt of approval of the awarding
agency.

WIll comply with the Intergovernmental Personnel Act of
1870 (42 U.B.C. §§4728-4763) relating to prescribed
standards for merit systems for programs funded under
one of the 19 statutes or reguiations specifisd in
Appendix A of OPM's Standards for a Merit System of
Personnsl Administration (& C.F.R. 900, Subpart F).

Will comply with all Faderal statutes relating to
nondiscrimination. These include but are hot lImited to;
(&) Tile V! of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (P.L. BB-352)
which prohibits discrimination on the basis of racs, color
or national grigin; {b} Title IX of the Education
Amendments ¢f 1972, ag amended (20 U.8.C. §§1681-
1683, and 1685-1686), which prohibits discrimination on
the basis of sex; (¢) Section 604 of the Rehabilitation

Pravious Edltion Usable

Authorized for Local Repredudction

Act of 1973, as amended (29 U.S.C. §794), which
prohibits discrimination on the basis of handlcaps; (d}
the Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended (42
U.5.C. 588101-6107), which prohibits discrimination
on the basis ot age; (&) the Drug Abuse Offilce and
Treatment Act of 1572 (P.L. 92-255), as amended,
refating to nondiscrimination on the basis of drug
abuse; (f) the Comprehshsive Alcohol Abuse and
Alcohaltsm Prevention, Treatment and Rehabilitation
Act of 1870 (P.L. 91-616), as amended, relating o
nondiscrimination on the basis of alcohal abuse or
alcohalism; (g) §8623 and 527 of the Public Health
Service Act of 1912 (42 U.5.C. §5290 dd-3 and 280 es
3), as amended, relating to confidentiality of alcohol
and drug abuse patient records; (h) Titte VIl of the
Civil Rights Act of 1966 (42 U.8.C. §§3801 el seq.), as
amended, relaling to nondiscrimination in the sale,
rental or financing of housing; (i) any other
nondiscrimination provigions in the specific statuta(s)
under which application for Fedaral assistance is being
made; and, (j) the requirements of any other
nondiscriminatlon statute{s) which may apply to the
application.

Wil comply, or has already complisd, with the
requirements of Titles 1l and ill of the Uniform
Helocation Assistance and Feal Property Acuuisition
Palicies Act of 1970 (P.L. B1-846) which provida for
fair and equitable treatment of persons displaced or
whose property i acquired as a rasult of Federal or
federally-assisted programs. These requiraments apply
to all interests in real property acquired for project
purposes regardlass of Federal participation in
purchases,

Will comply, as appllcable, with pravisions of the
Hatch Act (5 U.S.C. §§1501-1508 and 7324-7328)
which limit the political activities of employees whose
principal emplayment activities are funded in whole or
in part with Federal funds.

Standard Form 4248 (Rev. 7-¢7)
Prescrihed by OMB Glrcular A~102
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9.

10.

11.

Wl comply, as applicable, with the provisions of the Davis-
Bacon Act (40 U.S.C. §5278a 1o 276a-7), the Copeland Act
(¢0 U.5.C, §276¢ and 18 U.5.C. §674), and the Contract
Work Hours and Safety Standards Act (40 U.8.C. §§327-
333), regarding labor standards for federally-assisted
construction subagreements.

Will comply, if applicable, with flood insurance purchase
requiremments of Section 102(a) of the Flood Disaster
Protection Act of 18273 (P.L. 93-234) which reguires
recipients in a specizl flood hazard area to participate in the
program and to purchase flood insurance if the total cost of
Insurable construction and acquisition is $10,000 or more,

Will comply with environmental standsrds which may ba
prescribed pursuant to the following: (a) institution of
environmenta! quality controf measures undar the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1868 (PL. 91-180) and
Executive Order (EOQ) 11514; {b) nofification of viotating
facilities pursuant to EOQ 11738, (c) prolection of wetlands
pursuant to EQ 11940; (d) svaluation of flood hazards in
floodplaing in accordance with EO 11988; (e} assurance of
project consistency with the approved State management
program developad under the Coastal Zone Management
Act of 1972 (16 U.3.C. §§1451 ot seq.); {f) conformity of
Federal actions to State {Clean Air) Implementation Plans
under Section 176(c) of tha Clean Air Act of 1955, as
amended (42 U.S.C. §§7401 et seq): (g) protection of
underground sources of drinking water under the Safe
Drinking Water Act of 1974, as amanded (P.L. 93-523);
and, (h) protection of sndangered species under the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (P.L. 93-
205).

13.

6.

18.

Will comply with the Wild and Scenle Rivers Act of
1968 (18 U.S.C. §§1271 ot seq.) related to protecting
componants or potential componenis of the nalional
wild and scenic rivers system.

Wili assist the awarding ageney in assuring compliance
with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservatlan
Act of 1966, as amended (18 U.5.C. §470), EO 11583
(identification and protection of higtoric properties), and
the Archaeclogical and Historic Preservation Act of
1974 {16 U.S.C. §§489a-1 et 50q.).

Wikl comply with P.L. 93-348 regarding the protection of
human subjects involved in rasearch, development, and
related activities supporied by this award of assistance.

Wil comply with the Laboratory Animal Welfars Act of
1966 (P.L. 89-544, as amended, 7 U.5.C. §§2131 et
seq.) pertaining to the care, handling, and treaiment of
warm blooded animals held for research, teaching, ar
other activities supported by this award of assistance.

Will comply with the Lead-Baged Paint Poisoning
Prevention Act (42 U.S.C. §54801 et seq.) which
prehibits the use of leac-based paint in construction or
rehabilitation of residence structures.

Will cause to be parformed the required financial and
compliance audits in accordance with the Single Audit
Act Amendments of 1996 and OMB Circular No. A-133,
‘Audits of States, Local Governments, and Non-Profit
Organizations.”

Will comply with all applicable requirements of ail other
Federal laws, execulive orders, ragulations, and policies
governing this program. '

SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED CERTIFYING OFFICIAL

e g qusnly —

TITLE

Pregident

APPLICANT ORGANIZATIONS

Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water Company

DATE SUBMITTED

Apris i r5958

Standard Form 424B (Rev. 7-97) Back

I —01 3412

-013412



1.5, Department of the [nterior

Certifications Regarding Debarment, Suspension and
Other Responsibility Matters, Drug-Free Warkplace
Requirements and Lobbying

persons signing this form should refer to the regulations
referenced below for complele instructions:

Centification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, and Other
Rasponsibility Matters - Primary Covered Transactions - The
prospective primary participant further agrees by
submitting this proposal that 1t will include the clause
titled, "Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension,
Ineligfbliity and Voluntary Exclusion - Lower Tier Govered
Transactian,” provided by the department. or agency
entering into .this covered transaction, without
modification, in all lower Her covered transactions and in
all solicitations for lower tier covered transactions., See
belew for language to be used; use this form for certificatian
and sign; or use Department of the Interior Form 1854 (Di-
1854). (See Appendix A of Subpart D of 43 CFR Part 12.)

Certification Regarding Debament, Suspension, ineligibility
and Voluntary Exclusion - Lewer Tier Covered Transactions -
(See Appendix B of Subpant D of 43 CFR Part 12)

Cedification Regarding Drug-Fres Workplace Requirements -
Alternate i. (Grantees Other Than Individuals) and Alternate
I, {Grantees Who are Individuals) - (22¢ Appendix C of
Subpart D of 42 CFR Part 12)

Signature on this form provides for compliance witi
certification requirements under 42 CFR Parts 12 and 18, The
certifications shall be treated as a materizl reprasentation cf
fact upon which refiance will be placed when the Department
of the Intedor determines to award the covered {ransaction,
grant, cooperative sgreement or loan

PART A2 Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, and Other Responsibility Matters -

Pritmary Covered Transactions

CHECK-LIF THIS CERTIFICATION IS FOR A PRIMARY COVERED TRANSACTION AND IS APPLICABLE.

(1} The prospective primary pariiclpant ceriifies to the best of its knowladge and bellef, that il and its principals:

(ay  Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, deciarad insligible, or voluntarily excluded from
cavered ransactions by any Federal department or agency;

(b)  Have not within a three-year period precading this proposal b2en convicled of or had a civil judgment rendered against
them far commission of fraud or a criminal offanse in connection with cbtaining, attempting te obtain, or perfarming
a public (Federal, State or local} transaction or conlract under & public transaction; violation of Federal or Siate
antitrust statutes or commission of embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsification ordestrustion ofrecords, making

false statements, or receiving stolen property;

(¢} Are not presently Indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly chargad by a gavernmental entity (Federal, Stats or

local) with commission of any of the offenses enumeratad in paragraph (1)(0) of this certification: and

{d) Have not within & three-year period preceding this application/proposal had one or more gublic fransactions (Federal,

State cor local) terminated for cause or default,

{#) Where the prospaective primary participant is unable to certify to any of the statements in this sertification. sueh prospeclive

participant shall atlach an explanation to this proposal.

PART B: Certification Regardlng Debarment, Suspenslon, Inetigibliity and Voluntary Exclusion -

Lowaer Tier Covered Transactions

CHECK-LIF THIS CERTIFICATION IS FOR A LOWER TIER COVERED TRANSACTION ANG IS ARPLICABLE.

(1) The prospective lower tier participant certifies, by submission of this propesal, that neither it nor its principels is presently
debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligibla, or voluntarily exciuded from participation in this

transaction by any Federal department or agency.

(2) Where the prospeclive lower tier participant is unable to cenify lo any of the statementsin this cenification, such prospective

parficipant shall attach an explanation [o this proposal.

DhaAIE
Elwth [995

[T tacm corsalidalen OR185D, 011555
Of 1965 L1054 wnd DF 1583
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PART C: Certification Regarding Drug-Free Wc;rkplace Redquirements

CHECK_?SF 1145 CERTIFICATION 1S FOR AN APPLICANT WHO 15 NOT AN INDIVIDUAL.
Alternate [ (Grantees Other Thar Individuals)
A, The grantee cerlifies that & will or continue fo provide a drug-free workpface by,

fa} Publishing a statemant notifying employees that the untawful manufacture, distribution, dispensing, possession, or use
of a controlled substance is prohibited i1 the graniee's workplace and specifying the actions that will be taken against
employees for violation of such prohibilion; . . .

{ Establishing an ongoing drug-free awareness program to inform empioyees about--
(1} The dangers of drug abuse in the warkplace; }
(2) The grantee's poficy of maintaining a drug-free workplace;
(3) Any available drug counseling. rehabiliiation, and employee assistance programs; and
{4) The penalties that may be Imposed upon employses far drug abuse vielations occurring in the workgplace;

{¢) Mazkingil a requirement that each employee to be engaged in the performance of the grant be given & copy of the
statement required by paragraph (a): .

(d) Notif);ring the employesin the sfatement required by paragraph {(a) thal, as g condition of employment under the grant,

the employee will ~-
(1) Abide by the terms of the statement; and
(2) Mefify the amployer in writing of his or har conviction for a violation of a criminal drug statute occurring in the

warkplace no later than five calendar days after such conviction:

{8) Natifying the agency in writing, within ten calendar days after receiving notice under subparagraph (d)(2) from an
employee or otherwise receiving actual notice of such convictian. Employers of convicled employees must provide
natice, including pesition tille, ta every grant officer on whose grant activity the corwicted emplayee was working,
unless the Federal agency has designated a cential point for the recerpl of such notices. Notice shall include the
identification numbers(s} of each affected grant;

[\ Taking one of the following :achons, within 30 calendar days of receiving notice under subparagraph {d)(2), with

respect ta any employes who is so coavicted - |

{1) Taking appropriate personnel actian against such an employee, up to 2nd including tarmination, consistent with
the reguirements of tha Rehabilitation Act of 1873, as amended:; or

(2) Requiring such employee to participate satisfactorlly in & drug abuse assistance or rehabilitation program
approved for such purposes by a Federal, State, or lacz| health, law enforczment, or other appropriate agency;

{g) Making a good faith effor fo continue to maintain a drug-free workplace through |mp[ementat|on of paragraphs (a}
(B, (). (@), (e} and (f).

B. The grantze may insert in the space provided below the site(s or the performance of work dene in conngction with tha
specific grant:

.Plzce of Performance (Street address, city, county, state, zip cods)

Check____if therz are workplaces or filz that =re not identified hers,

PART D: Certification Regarding Drug-Fres Workplace Requirements

CHECH__IF THIS CERTIFICATION IS FOR AN APPLICANT WHC (B AN ."N‘DN{DUAL

Alternates il (Grantees \Wheo Are individuais)

{3) The grantee cerlifies that, as 8 condition of the grant, he of she will nol engage in the unkewiy manufatture,
distribution, dispersing, possession, or use af a controlled subsfance in conducling any aclivity wilh the grant;

(b) I convicted of a criminal drug affense resuiting from a violation oceurring during the conduct of any grant activily, he
or she will report the conviction, in writing. within 10 calendar days of the conviction, to the grant officer or other
designee, uniess the Federal agency designates a central point for the receipt of such notices. When notice is made
ta such a central poind, it shall include the ideniificatian number(s) of sach affected grant.

I —0134114
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PART E: Certification Regarding Lobbyin‘g

Certification for Contracts, Grants, Loans, and Cooperative Agreements

CHECK-JJF CERTIFICATION IS FOR THE AWARD DF ANY OF. THE FOLLOWING AND
THE AMOUNT EXCEEDS $100,000; A FEGERAL GRANT QR COUPERATIVE AGREEMENT,
SUBCONTRACT, OR SUBGRANT UNDER THE GRANT OR COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT.

CHECHK__IF CERTIEICATION IS FOR THE AWARD OF A FEDERAL
LOAN EXTEEDING THE AMOUNT OF 2150060, OR A SUBGRANT OR
SUBCONTRACT EXCEEDING $700,000, UNDER THE LOAN,

The undersigned certifies, to the best of his or her knowledge and belief, that:

(1) No Foderal appropristed funds have besn paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of the undersigned, to any person for

(2)

influencing or attempting o influence an officer or employee of an agency, 2 Member of Congress, and afficer or employee
of Congress, or an employes of a Mamber of Congress in conheclion with the awarding of 2ny Fadaral contract, the making
of any Federal grant, the making of any Federal loan, the entering into of any canparalive agreamant, and the extension,
continuation, reaswal, amendment, or modification of any Federal contract, grand, loan, or cooperative agreement.

If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid to any person for influgnclng or attempting
to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an
employee of a Member of Congress in connection with this Federal contract, grant, Yoan, or cooperative agreement, the
undersigned shall complete and submit Standard Form-LLL, "Disclosure Form lo Report Lobbying,” in aceordance with its

instructions.

The undersigned shall reguire that the languzge of this certificatien be included in the award documents for all subawards
at all tiers {including subconiracts, subgrants, and contracis under grants, loans, and cooperative agreements) and that al
subrecipients shall cedify accordingly.

This certificalion is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when this transection was mads or entered
into. Submissian of this certification is a prerequisite for making or entering into this transaciion imposed by Section 1352, ditle
31, U.S. Code. Any pzrson who fzils to file the required certification shall be subject 10 a civil penalty of not less than $10,000
and not more than $100,000 far each such failure. .

As the authorized certifying official, | hereby certify thatl the above specified cenifications are trus.

SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED CERTIFYING GFFICIAL Cf,{,,,,.,; (1. ) Ty -

TYPED NAME AND TITLE Ed Willey -- President

OATE Agrd sk, 198D —
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" PGUMWC Fish Sereen Project Page 16

NOTIFICATION LETTERS

Attached are letters notifying local agencies,

Murray, Burns & Kienlen
1816 204 Sheet, Suite 300 A Sacrarmmento, CA ?5814 & 918/456-4400 [volice) a 914/456-02583 [fax)

I —013416
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Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water Company
13466 West CaHlett Road
Pleasant Srove, {4 956568

April 14, 1895

Mr. David Breninger

Placer County Water Agency
P.O. Box 6570

Auburn, CA 95604-6570

Subject: CALFED Proposal for Fish Screen Feasibility Study

Dear Mr. Breninger:

Notice is hereby given that Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water CO. (PGV) has
submitted a CALFED proposal to request funding to perform a fish screen feasibility study. The
study will evaluate different fish screen alternatives and will help PGV decide whether there is an
economically, tectmically, and biclogically feasible alternative, PGV will be developing a Local
_ Involvement Plan to inform interested parties of the progress of the study. If your agency or

distriet would like to be added to the mailing list, please call Marc Van Camp at 916/456-4400.

If you have any questions or comments, please call me at 916/925-0208 or Marc Van
Camp at the number listed above. |

Sincerely, '
PLEASANT GROVE-VERONA MUTUAL WATER. CO.

Ao o, B S

Edwin Willey, President
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Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water Company
1364 West CatleH Road
Pleasant Grove, (4 95668

April 14, 1999

Sutter County Public Warks
Planning Department

1166 Civic Center Boulevard, Suite B
Yuba City, CA 95993

Subject: CALFED Proposal for Fish Screen Feasibility Study

To Whom Tt May Coneern:

Notice is hereby given that Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water Company (PGV) has
submitted a-CALFED proposal to request funding to perform a fish screen feasibility study. The
study will evaluate different fish screen alternatives and will help PGV decide whether there is an
economically, technically, and biologically feasible alternative. PGV will be developing a Local
Involvement Plan to inform interested parties of the progress of the study. If your agency or
district would like to be added to the mailing list, please call Mare Van Camyp zt 916/456-4400.

If you have any questions or comments, please call me at 916/925-0208 or Marc Van
Carnp at the number listed above.

Sincerely,
PLEASANT GROVE-VERONA MUTUAL WATER CO.

&gmﬁﬁﬁ_ %Zl;/

Edwin Willey, President

DT/mv
010414991

I —013418
-013418



Pleasant Grave-Yerona Mutual Water Company
1346 Wesk Catlett Road
Measant Grove, CA 95648

April 14, 1999

Mr. Brad Arnold

South Sutter Water District
2464 Pacific Avenue
Trowbridge, CA 95659

Subject: CALFED Proposal for Fish Screen Feasibility Study
Dear Mr. Armold:

Motice is hereby given that Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water CQ. (PGV) has
submitted a CATLFED proposal to request funding to perform a fish screen feasibility study. The
study will evaluate different fish sereen alternatives end will help PGV decide whether there is an
economically, technically, and biologically feasible alternative. PGV will be developing a Loeal
Involvement Plan to inform interested parties of the progress of the study. Tf your agency or
district would like to be added to the mailing list, please call Marc Van Camp at 916/456-4400.

If you have any questions or comments, please call me at 916/925-0208 or Marc Van
Camp at the number listed above.

Sincerely,

PLEASANT GROVE-VERONA MUTUAL WATER. CO,

C%c.;/ G-AL s -

Edwin Willey, President

DT/mv

didL0414991

I —013419

-013419



Pleasant Grove-Verana Mutual Water Cormpany
1366 West (ablett Rocd
Pleasant Grove, (4 95668

~ April 14, 1959

Mr. Pete Hughes

Natomas Central Mutual Water CO.
2601 West Eikhorn Blvd.

Rio Linda, CA 95673

Subject: CALFED Propasal for Fish Screen Feasibility Stody

Dear Mr, Hughes:

-Notice is hereby given that Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutal Water CO. (PGV) has
submitted 2 CALFED proposel to request funding to perform a fish sereen feasibility study. The
study will evaluate different fish sereen alternatives and will help PGV decide whether there is an
economically, technically, and biolegically feasible alternative. PGViwill be developing a Local
Involvement Plan to inform interested parties of the progress of the study. If your agency or
district would like to be added to the mailing list, please call Marc Van Camp at 916/456-4400.

. If you have any questions or comments, please call me at 916/925-0208 or Marc Van
Camp at the number listed above.

Sincerely,
PLEASANT GROVE-VERONA MUTUAL WATER CO.

- . - y
b OOy —
Edwin Willey, President,

DT/ mv

JHL0414991

I —013420
[-013420



Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water Company
136 Vst CatleH Road
Flegsant braove, (& 95468

April 14, 1999

Mr. Don White
Reclamation District 1001
1959 Cornelius Avenue
Rio Oso, CA 95674

Subject: CALFED Proposal for Fish Screen‘Feasibility Study

Dear Mr. White:

Notice is hereby given that Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water CQ. (PGV) has
submitted a CALFED proposal to request funding to perform a fish screen feasibility study. The
study will evaluate different fish screen alternatives and will help PGV decide wheather thers is an
economically, technically, and biologically feasible alternative. PGV will be developing a Local
Tnvolvement Plan to inform interested parties of the progress of the study. If your agency or
district would like to be added to the mailing list, please call Marc Van Camp at 916/456-4400.

If you have any questions or comrnents, please call me at 916/925-0208 or Marc Van
Camp at the number listed above.

Sincerely,
PLEASANT GROVE-VERONA MUTUAL WATER CO.

(ot - 280y —

Edwin Willey, Presiden

DT/my

diiLG414951

I —013421
[-013421



Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water Company
1346 West (llett Road
Pleasant Grave, (4 95668

April 14, 1999

Mr. Jim Clifton
Reciamation District 1000
1633 Garden Highway
Sacramento, CA 95833

Subject: CALFED Proposal for Fish Screen Feasibility Study
Dear Mr. Clifion:

Notice is herehy given that Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water CO. (PGV) has
submitted a CALFED proposal to request funding to perform a fish sereen feasibility study. The
study will evalugte different fish screen alternatives and will help PGV decide whether there is an
economically, technically, and biologically feasible alternative. PGV . will be developinga Local -
Invoivement Plan to inform interested parties of the progress of the study. If your agency or
district would like to be added to the mailing Iist, please call Marc Van Camp at 916/456-4400,

If you have any questions or comments, please call me at 916/925-0208 or Marc Van
Carnp at the number listed above.

Sincerely,
PLEASANT GROVE-VERONA MUTUAL WATER. CO,

i G- -

Edwin Willev, Presidgst

DT/mv
dAL0414091

I —01 3422
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